
 
 
 
 
 

PUBLIC SCOPING SUMMARY 
 

Southern California Edison’s 
Valley–Ivyglen Subtransmission Project 

and Alberhill System Project 
 

Application Nos. A.07-01-031 and A.09-09-022 
SCH Nos. 2008011082 and 2010041031 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Prepared by: 
Ecology and Environment, Inc. 
 
June 2015 
 
 

Lead Agency: 
California Public Utilities Commission 
505 Van Ness Avenue 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
Contact: Jensen Uchida 
Tel: (415) 703-5484 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

This page intentionally left blank 
 



 

 
June 2015 iii Public Scoping Summary 
 

PUBLIC SCOPING SUMMARY 
 

Southern California Edison’s 
Valley–Ivyglen Subtransmission Project and Alberhill System Project 

 
Application Nos. A.07-01-031 and A.09-09-022 

SCH Nos. 2008011082 and 2010041031 
 

 
Table of Contents 

 
 
Section Page 

1. Overview of CEQA Scoping Process ...................................... 1-1 
1.1 Introduction ...................................................................................................... 1-1 
1.2 Summary of Scoping Activities ....................................................................... 1-1 

2. Summary of Scoping Comments ............................................ 2-1 
2.1 CEQA Process .................................................................................................. 2-1 
2.2 Project Description, Objectives, and Alternatives............................................ 2-2 
2.3 Environmental Resources ................................................................................. 2-3 
2.4 Non-CEQA Topics ........................................................................................... 2-7 

Appendices 

A. Notices of Preparation ............................................................ A-1 

B. Scoping Meeting Sign-In Sheets and April 29, 2010 
Scoping Meeting Transcript ................................................... B-1 

C. Comment Letters from Thirty-Day Public Comment 
Period After Circulation of the First Alberhill Project 
Notice of Preparation (April 13, 2010) .................................... C-1 

D Comment Letters from Thirty-Day Public Comment 
Period After 
Circulation of the Second Alberhill Project Notice of 
Preparation (July 28, 2011) ..................................................... D-1 

E. Comment Letters from Thirty-Day Public Comment 
Period After Circulation of the Notice of Preparation for 
the Valley–Ivyglen and Alberhill Projects (May 6, 2015) ....... E-1 



 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

This page intentionally left blank 
 
 



 

 
June 2015 v Public Scoping Summary 
 

List of Tables 
 
 
Table Page 
 

1. Publication Dates for Newspaper Notices ............................................................................... 1-2 

2. Project-Specific Email, Fax, Voicemail, and Website Information ......................................... 1-2 

3. Meeting Dates, Locations, Materials, and Attendance ............................................................ 1-3 

 
 



 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

This page intentionally left blank 
 



 

 
June 2015 1-1 Public Scoping Summary 
 

  
1. Overview of CEQA Scoping Process 
 
1.1 Introduction 
On April 2, 2013, Southern California Edison Company (SCE or the applicant) filed a Petition 
for Modification (PFM) (A.07-01-031) for Decision 10-08-009 with the California Public 
Utilities Commission (CPUC), which granted SCE a Permit to Construct the Valley–Ivyglen 
Subtransmission Line and Fogarty Substation Project. On March 26, 2014, SCE filed a Motion to 
Bifurcate the Fogarty Substation Project from the Valley–Ivyglen Subtransmission Line (Valley–
Ivyglen Project), which was approved by the CPUC on August 28, 2014, thereby separating the 
Valley–Ivyglen Project from the Fogarty Substation Project. On May 23, 2014, SCE filed a 
revised Amended PFM for Decision 10-08-009. The amended PFM removed the discussion of 
the Fogarty Substation and included a routing change along 1,000 feet of the proposed 
alignment. The Valley–Ivyglen Project would involve the construction of a new, single-circuit 
115-kV subtransmission line and a fiber optic line. 
 
SCE filed an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity (A.09-09-022) 
with the CPUC on September 30, 2009, to construct the Alberhill System Project (Alberhill 
Project). The applicant filed an amendment to the application on March 15, 2010, and filed 
amended sections of the Proponent’s Environmental Assessment (PEA) on April 11, 2011. The 
amended sections of the PEA propose modifications to the two 500-kV transmission line 
alignments included in the original PEA. The Alberhill Project would include a new 500/115-
kilovolt (kV) substation (Alberhill Substation), new 500-kV transmission lines, new and 
modified 115-kV subtransmission lines, and telecommunications system installations.  
 
In August 2013, CPUC determined it was in the public’s best interest to consolidate the 
environmental reviews of the Valley–Ivyglen Project and Alberhill Project into one Draft and 
Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR). 
 
The CPUC’s approval of the applications requires an environmental review pursuant to the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). As the lead agency for the Valley–Ivyglen 
Project and Alberhill Project under CEQA, the CPUC will prepare a Draft EIR and a Final EIR 
that cover both projects. The CPUC’s environmental review process invited broad public and 
agency participation through public scoping meetings and written comment periods to get input 
on the Valley–Ivyglen Project and Alberhill Project early in the EIR process.  
 
1.2 Summary of Scoping Activities 
This scoping summary report describes the scoping activities that the CPUC conducted for the 
proposed projects. It also details the written and oral comments received from agencies and 
members of the public during the scoping period in response to the Notices of Preparation 
(NOPs) regarding the scope and content of the EIR. 
 
Direct Mailings of NOP and Scoping Meeting Announcements. The CPUC circulated an 
NOP of an EIR for the Alberhill Project on April 13, 2010, opening a 30-day comment period on 
the scope and content of the EIR and announcing a public scoping meeting. On April 20, 2010, 
the CPUC subsequently distributed an errata notice with an updated map. The CPUC prepared a 
second NOP after determining that the amended PEA was complete on May 26, 2011. 
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Circulation of the second NOP opened another 30-day public comment period on the scope and 
content of the EIR that extended from July 28 to August 26, 2011.  
 
The NOPs were sent to the State Clearinghouse and responsible and trustee agencies, including 
three federal agencies, 18 state agencies, and 10 local agencies and planning groups. The NOPs 
were also distributed to seven Native American groups and federal, state and local elected 
officials. Additionally, the NOPs were distributed to more than 3,400 individuals, including 
property owners within 300 feet of the proposed substation, transmission lines, and 
subtransmission lines. The NOPs are provided in Appendix A. 
 
On May 6, 2015, the CPUC circulated an NOP of an EIR for the Alberhill Project and the 
Valley–Ivyglen Project, opening a 30-day comment period on the scope and content of the EIR 
and announcing public scoping meetings. This NOP was sent to the State Clearinghouse and 
responsible and trustee agencies, including federal agencies, state agencies, and local agencies. A 
postcard announcing availability of the NOP was also distributed to Native American groups and 
federal, state, and local elected officials. Additionally, the postcard was distributed to more than 
3,500 individuals, including property owners within 300 feet of the proposed substation, 
transmission lines, and substransmission lines. The NOP and postcard are provided in Appendix 
A. 
 
Newspaper Notices. Table 1 details the newspaper notices published regarding the release of the 
NOPs and public scoping meetings.  
 
Table 1. Publication Dates for Newspaper Notices  
Announcement Newspaper Date Published 

First NOP and scoping meeting announcement for the 
Alberhill Project 

Californian April 20, 2010 
North County Times April 20, 2010 
Riverside Press Enterprise April 22, 2010 

Second NOP and scoping meeting announcement for the 
Alberhill Project 

Californian August 11, 2011 
North County Times August 11, 2011 
Riverside Press Enterprise August 11, 2011 

NOP and scoping meeting announcement for the Alberhill 
Project and Valley–Ivyglen Project 

Perris Progress May 8, 2015 
Riverside Press-Enterprise May 8, 2015 

 
Hotline, Email, and Public Website. The CPUC maintains a telephone hotline and email 
addresses for the proposed projects through which the public can contact the CEQA team and 
comment on one or both of the proposed projects. The CPUC also maintains websites with 
information and documents related to each proposed project. This information was included in 
the NOPs, newspaper notices, and distributed at the public scoping meetings. The project-
specific emails, fax, voicemail, and websites are present in Table 2.  
 
Table 2. Project-Specific Email, Fax, Voicemail, and Website Information 
 Alberhill Project  Valley–Ivyglen Project 
Email alberhill@ene.com ivyglen@ene.com 
Fax 415-398-5326 415-398-5326 
Voicemail 877-313-5385 855-277-9051 
Website http://www.cpuc.ca.gov/Environment/info/ene

/alberhill/Alberhill.html 
http://www.cpuc.ca.gov/Environment/info/ene/ivyglen/
ivyglen.html 
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Public Scoping Meetings. Table 3 details the dates and locations public meetings that were held 
materials provided at each meeting.  
 
Table 3. Meeting Dates, Locations, Materials, and Attendance 
Meeting Date Location Materials Provided1 Attendance 
First scoping 
meeting for the 
Alberhill Project 

April 29, 
2010 

Lake Elsinore Cultural Arts 
Center2 

• Sign-In Sheet; 
• Speaker Card; and 
• Written Comment 

Sheet 

26 persons 

Second scoping 
meeting for the 
Alberhill Project 

August 18, 
2011 

Lake Elsinore Cultural Arts 
Center2 

• Sign-In Sheet; and 
• Written Comment 

Sheet. 

6 persons 

Scoping meeting 
for the Alberhill 
Project and 
Valley–Ivyglen 
Project 

May 18, 
20154 

Cesar E. Chavez Library3 • Sign-In Sheet; and 
• Written Comment 

Sheet. 
• Fact Sheets 

6 persons 

May 18, 
20155 

Lake Elsinore Cultural Arts 
Center2 

25 persons 

Notes: 
1. Included in Appendix B 
2. Lake Elsinore Cultural Arts Center, 183 North Main Street, Lake Elsinore CA 92530 
3. Cesar E. Chavez Library, 163 E. San Jacinto Avenue, Perris, CA 92570 
4. May 18, 2015 1:00 to 2:30pm 
5. May 18,  2015 6:00 to 7:30pm 

 
Interagency Coordination. The CPUC and representatives of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service (USFWS) and the Western Riverside County Regional Conservation Authority 
(WRCRCA) attended a project briefing and site visit facilitated by the applicant on December 8, 
2009. A representative of the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) was also 
invited but unable to attend. The CPUC has subsequently held several informal telephone 
consultations with the USFWS, CDFW, WRCRCA, and the Riverside County Habitat 
Conservation Agency (RCHCA) to discuss the Alberhill Project and seek their input regarding 
potential environmental impacts, alternatives, and mitigation. 
 
The CPUC also met with the City of Lake Elsinore and extended invitations to meet with the 
cities of Wildomar and Menifee, and Riverside County to provide information about the 
Alberhill Project and seek input on the cities’ and county’s concerns regarding potential 
environmental impacts, alternatives, and mitigation. In addition, the CPUC has contacted the 
Skylark Airport. 
 
Public and Agency Comments. In total, there were three scoping periods for the proposed 
projects. All comments received during the three scoping periods, as well as a few that were 
received after the first and third comment periods ended are summarized in Section 2. The sign-
in sheets from the scoping meetings are included in Appendix B. A transcript of the April 29, 
2010 public scoping meeting is also included in Appendix B. Copies of the written comments 
received during the scoping periods are included in Appendices C, D, and E.  
 
Comments received will be used, as appropriate, in identifying the range of actions, alternatives, 
mitigation measures, and significant effects to be analyzed in depth in the EIR and for 
eliminating from detailed study issues found not to be important.
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2. Summary of Scoping Comments 
 
This section summarizes both written and oral comments received from the public and agencies 
during the scoping process. The CPUC received 112 written (letters and emails) comments from 
federal, state, local, and county government agencies, organizations, and members of the public. 
The majority of the comment letters were from individuals, and 54 of the letters were copies of 
the same “form” letter or variations of it. Twelve individuals provided oral comments at the first 
scoping meeting for the Alberhill Project1. 
 
In addition to letters from individuals, the following government agencies and Native American 
tribes also provided comments: the Department of Toxic Substance Control, the California 
Department of Transportation (Caltrans), CDFW, the South Coast Air Quality Management 
District, the City of Perris, the City of Elsinore, the City of Menifee Community Development 
Department, Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District, the Riverside 
County Habitat Conservation Agency, the Riverside County Airport Land Use Commission, the 
Riverside County Transportation and Land Management Agency Transportation Department, 
and the Pechanga Band of Luiseño Indians. 
 
The issues raised during the public scoping process are summarized according to the following 
major themes: the CEQA Process; Project Description, Purpose and Need, Objectives, 
Alternatives, and Mitigation; Environmental Resources; and Non-CEQA topics. 
 
2.1 CEQA Process 
 
Public Notification 
Alberhill Project commenters noted missing and incorrect street names on the map originally 
included with the NOP. In response to those comments, the CPUC issued a subsequent errata 
postcard on April 20, 2010, to all recipients of the Alberhill Project NOP. 
 
Several commenters stated that they had not received the NOP in the mail despite the fact that 
they live near the Alberhill Project. Specifically, residents of the Alberhill Ranch stated that the 
Alberhill Project NOP had not been mailed to residences within their community. (The Alberhill 
Ranch development is generally south of 115-kV Segment 2, east of Lake Street, and west of the 
proposed Fogarty Substation.) 
 
A number of residents along Byers Road noted that the map included in the Alberhill Project 
NOP does not depict the alternative (as identified in the PEA) that would run along Holland 
Road and Byers Road. This issue was identified in the “form” letter. 
 
No comments on public notification were received during the 2015 public scoping period. 
 

                                                 
1 Verbal comments were only recorded at the first scoping meeting for the Alberhill Project. 
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2.2 Project Description, Objectives, and Alternatives 
 
Project Description 
A number of comments were made requesting more details about the components of the 
Alberhill Project. Requests for additional information included the height of the proposed 
Alberhill Project subtransmission poles, the location and scope of Alberhill Project construction 
activities, and proposed permanent Alberhill Project rights-of-way locations. During the 2015 
scoping period, many commenters expressed their perception that the 35-acre substation was left 
out of earlier Alberhill Project discussions. One commenter asked about the Alberhill Project’s 
acreage and who owns the land. A few comments requesting more details about the components 
of the proposed projects were received.  
 
Purpose and Need 
One commenter questioned whether the additional transmission lines included in the Alberhill 
Project are necessary. Another commenter—speaking to both projects—expressed doubt that 
increased power will be needed in the future. 
 
Alternatives and Mitigation 
Numerous commenters, including those who submitted the “form” letter, expressed opposition to 
routing the subtransmission line along Byers Road, as proposed by the applicant in the PEA, 
noting that it would affect a rural, equestrian community. A number of these commenters stated 
that the proposed route down Murrieta Road would be a more suitable location for this size 
subtransmission line. Several commenters expressed opposition to routing the subtransmission 
line near Horsethief Canyon Ranch. 
 
A number of commenters suggested alternatives to the proposed projects, including the 
following:  
 

• Combine the proposed Fogarty and Alberhill Substations near Lake Street; 
• Place the proposed Alberhill Substation site near Lake Street; 
• Reroute the proposed segment of subtransmission line from along Baker Street to along 

Collier Avenue, combining this segment with the existing Valley–Elsinore–Ivyglen 
Subtransmission Line from Terra Cotta Road to Riverside Drive; 

• Place the proposed substation within the Castle & Cooke property; 
• Route the subtransmission line along Interstate 15 and State Route 74; 
• Route the subtransmission line through the open space area that is located west of 

Murietta Road;  
• Install the subtransmission lines underground; 
• Reroute the proposed segment of the subtransmission line along De Palma Road, 

Interstate 15, and Temescal Canyon Road; 
• Remove connection to the Newcomb Substation; 
• Relocate and reduce the size of the substation. Consider putting a façade on the 

substation to make it fit into the environment better; 
• Relocate the proposed guard structure; and 
• Install all or some of the subtransmission lines underground. 
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The City of Menifee requested that SCE consider following the existing utility corridors along 
Murrieta Road, Scott Road, and Bundy Canyon Road.  
 
2.3 Environmental Resources 
Most of the public and agency comments raised concerns regarding impacts of the projects on 
the human environment, most often expressing concerns regarding aesthetics, noise, hazards, 
health, and safety. Comments pertaining to concerns about impacts on environmental resources 
are described below by resource. 
 
Aesthetics 
The Caltrans’ Division of Aeronautics, requested that the EIR address impacts on aesthetics due 
to the introduction of new sources of light and glare. 
 
Private citizens, including those who submitted the “form” letter, expressed concerned about the 
visual character of their neighborhoods being affected by new subtransmission poles, particularly 
in rural or equestrian neighborhoods and neighborhoods in which utilities are currently 
undergrounded. Some commenters described the proposed projects as a “blight” and an 
“eyesore.” Many commenters noted that the proposed projects would obscure views of nearby 
mountain ranges. 
 
Numerous commenters stated that the developer of their community invested money to install 
their utilities underground and expressed concern that impacts on aesthetics would affect nearby 
property values. 
 
Commenters did not want a portion of I-15 to lose its California Scenic Highway eligibility 
status because of the new construction. Requests for additional information included a rendering 
of what the landscape will look like after the poles are installed and diagrams identifying all 
poles (those that will remain, be removed, and be replaced). 
 
Air Quality 
The South Coast Air Quality Management District requested that an air quality analysis be 
completed in accordance with their guidelines and that recommended mitigation measures be 
incorporated, as appropriate. 
 
A number of commenters expressed concern over air quality issues in the vicinity of the 
Alberhill Ranch housing development area. These commenters noted that air quality has already 
been negatively affected by mining in the area and they expressed concern regarding the 
Alberhill Project’s cumulative impacts on air quality. 
 
Biological Resources  
The RCHCA commented that the Alberhill Project would be required to avoid “take” of the 
Stephen’s kangaroo rat (Dipodomys stephensi) within the core reserve area, in accordance with 
the Stephen’s Kangaroo Rat Habitat Conservation Plan. The RCHCA additionally stated that 
surveys would be required as a necessary step to avoid “take” of the Stephen’s kangaroo rat. 
 
A number of commenters expressed concern about the proposed projects’ impact on biological 
resources. Numerous commenters noted that the proposed projects would be located within an 
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area that is covered by the Western Riverside County Multiple Species Habitat Conservation 
Plan. One commenter requested information on the following listed species in the Alberhill 
Project area: Munz’ onion (Allium munzii), San Diego ambrosia (Ambrosia pumila), Quino 
checkerspot butterfly (Euphydryas editha quino), the bald eagle (Haliaeetus leucocephalus), 
coastal California gnatcatcher (Polioptila californica), and the Stephen’s kangaroo rat. 
 
A few commenters mentioned the possible effect of the proposed projects on bird migration 
routes, owls, and endangered plants. Some commenters requested that previous biological studies 
be updated to include more recent surveys. A commenter named various pole locations that they 
thought would impact biological resources.  
 
The Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District requested that the CEQA 
document include a Western Riverside County Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan 
(MSHCP) consistency report. CDFW included a section in their letter titled “Assessment of 
Biological Resources.” This section requests that the EIR “should include a complete assessment 
of the flora and fauna within and adjacent to the proposed project area, with particular emphasis 
on identifying rare, threatened, endangered, and other sensitive species and their associated 
habitats.” CDFW recommended that the EIR include a discussion of potential impacts from noise 
on biological resources. 
 
Additionally, several commenters expressed concern regarding the Alberhill Project’s impact on 
old-growth or heritage trees. One commenter expressed concern about the Alberhill Project’s 
impact on breeding hawks in the area. Additionally, a number of commenters expressed concern 
about noise impacts on local livestock and wildlife populations. 
 
Cultural Resources 
Pursuant to Public Resources Code §21092.2, the Pechanga Tribe formally requested to be 
notified and involved in the environmental review process for the proposed projects. In the 
interim between the earlier scoping periods and the 2015 scoping period, the Pechanga Tribe 
stated that they have not yet been notified for consultation by the CPUC or the applicant. In a 
June 2015 letter, the Tribe expressed concern about impacts on cultural resources during ground-
disturbing activities; requested involvement in future surveys, site visits, and excavations; and 
provided suggested mitigation plans and measures to lessen or avoid impacts on cultural 
resources. 
 
A number of commenters stated that the Alberhill Project would impact cultural resources; 
specifically, these commenters noted that the area is culturally significant to Native American 
tribes. One commenter expressed concern that the Alberhill Project would impact a Pechanga 
sacred burial site located on Holland Road; the commenter also stated that this site is habitat to 
unique flora and fauna. Another commenter stated that there are Native American artifacts along 
the foothills of Byers Road that could be disturbed by the Alberhill Project. Commenters stated 
that Native American resources in the Alberhill Project area include petroglyphs, grinding holes, 
and rocks that have been fenced off by a government agency. 
 
Land Use Compatibility  
A few commenters expressed concern that the proposed projects would conflict with current 
planning and zoning designations because it would conflict with equestrian and agricultural uses 
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in the area. As noted under the biology subheading above, several commenters also expressed 
concern regarding the proposed Alberhill Project’s impact on old-growth and heritage trees in 
the area, which are protected under local ordinance. 
 
Noise 
Multiple private citizens commented on the potential increase in noise due to new and larger 
subtransmission lines, particularly for lines that would be routed through residential areas. A 
number of commenters also noted that increased noise from larger subtransmission lines would 
affect livestock and wildlife as well. Several housing association members asked that a noise 
study be considered.  
 
Hazards, Health, and Safety 
The Caltrans’ Division of Aeronautics, stated that the Alberhill Project would be located in the 
vicinity of the Skylark Field Airport, which operates with a Special-Use Airport Permit. The 
Caltrans requested that the EIR analyze potential hazards to air travel, including obstructions to 
navigable airspace; visual hazards due to lighting, glare or smoke; and hazards due to 
interference with aircraft instruments or radio communication. 
 
The California Department of Toxic Substances Control stated that the EIR should assess the 
Alberhill Project’s potential to impact human health or the environment, including conducting a 
Phase I or Phase II Environmental Site Assessment and searching appropriate federal and state 
databases that track hazardous materials and hazardous waste sites. The California Department 
of Toxic Substances Control stated that remediation of any toxic substances or contaminants 
within the Alberhill Project area should be conducted in compliance with all applicable federal 
and state regulations and policies. 
 
In response to earlier Alberhill Project scoping, a number of commenters expressed concern over 
fire hazards. Commenters noted that the proposed projects would be located in a dry area that 
experiences high winds and is at high risk for wildland fires. One commenter expressed concern 
over fire caused by a transformer blowout. Another commenter noted that the transmission lines 
could interfere with helicopter drops associated with wildfire suppression. 
 
A few commenters expressed concern over poles falling to the ground due to the possibility of 
high winds, traffic collisions, or seismic events. Some of these commenters recommended that 
the lines be placed underground to avoid potential problems.  
 
Hydrology and Water Quality 
The Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District (District) stated that the 
Alberhill Project would be located within the District’s Sedco and Wildomar Master Drainage 
Plan boundaries, and requested that the EIR address the Alberhill Project’s impact on planned 
facilities within the Master Drainage Plan boundaries. 
 
The District requested that the EIR address the proposed projects’ impacts on planned flood 
control facilities within each project area. The District also requested that the EIR address 
potential direct and indirect floodplain impacts. Two commenters expressed concern over the 
locations of two poles in relation to future streambed mitigation and drainage areas. CDFW 
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requested that the EIR “address project-related changes on drainage patterns and water quality 
within, upstream, and downstream of the project.”  
 
Public Services and Utilities 
One commenter inquired about the relationship between the Alberhill Project and the Valley 
Municipal Water District. Another noted that Alberhill Project’s large subtransmission poles 
would cast a shadow on their residential solar panels, potentially impacting panel efficiency. 
 
A commenter requested that the EIR address possible power outages during construction of the 
proposed projects.  
 
Recreation 
Comments made during the public scoping meeting and submitted in writing during the scoping 
period suggested that the proposed projects would result in impacts on recreational uses in the 
area. A number of commenters noted that routing the subtransmission line along Byers Street 
would impact use of the equestrian trail there. Commenters noted that the trail is designated by 
the City of Menifee. Many commenters noted that they moved to the area because they wanted to 
enjoy outdoor activities and that the lines would affect peoples’ outdoor experience. One 
commenter also noted that the Alberhill Project could affect private airports that facilitate 
skydiving, parasailing, and ultralight aircraft usage, as well as a motocross facility near the 
Skylark Substation. 
 
Transportation and Traffic 
A number of commenters expressed concern about traffic impacts from the locations of new 
poles, relocation of existing poles, and additional truck traffic during construction. A number of 
commenters expressed concerns about traffic impacts if the subtransmission line were to be 
constructed on Byers Road; these commenters noted that the road is currently unpaved and not 
wide enough to support large subtransmission poles. Commenters also noted that this road is 
currently unlit, and the instillation of subtransmission poles could increase safety risks for 
motorists along Byers Road. 
 
Cumulative Impacts 
In the two scoping periods that covered only the Alberhill Project, a number of commenters 
inquired about the relationship between the Alberhill Project and the Valley–Ivyglen Project, 
Fogarty Substation Project, the Lake Elsinore Advanced Pumped Storage Project, and the 
Talega–Escondido/Valley–Serrano 500 kV Interconnect [TE/VS Interconnect] Project. Some 
commenters inquired about the relationship between the proposed projects and two new housing 
developments and a master planned commercial and industrial project off of Collier Avenue in 
Lake Elsinore. The City of Lake Elsinore requested that the projects be considered in relation to 
planned improvements in the City. Riverside County requested that the applicant coordinate with 
the County since there are already planned road-widening projects along the proposed route. 
CDFW wrote that the EIR should include a cumulative effects analysis. 
 
As stated above under the air quality subheading, a number of commenters expressed concern 
over cumulative air quality impacts in the vicinity of the Alberhill Ranch development area due 
to the combined effects with mining in the region. 
 



 
 

2.  Summary of Scoping Comments 
 

 
June 2015 2-7 Public Scoping Summary 
 

2.4 Non-CEQA Topics 
Comments included topics not typically covered in CEQA analyses. Many commenters stated 
that the developer of their community invested money to install their utilities underground and 
expressed concern that aboveground utilities would affect nearby property values.  
 
Several commenters expressed concern over electro-magnetic frequencies (EMFs) associated 
with overhead subtransmission lines. Commenters requested additional information on EMFs 
including the health impacts of EMFs (including both the potential to result in new health issues 
and to exacerbate existing conditions), the distances EMFs would extend, and the area EMFs 
would potentially impact given the line voltage and the height of the poles. In addition to 
concern expressed about the effects of EMFs on local residents and livestock, one commenter 
expressed concern over health impacts on students of Elsinore High School and Jean Hayman 
Elementary School, who may walk under the proposed subtransmission lines on their commute 
to school. This commenter also expressed concern regarding health impacts on residents of an 
assisted living center at the intersection of Lemon Street and Orange Street as well as EMF 
impacts on De Jong Dairy and a planned animal shelter, located near the Skylark Substation. 
Concerns about effects from EMF were included in the “form” letter. Comments had concerns 
about effects from EMF as a result of the proximity of the proposed lines to residences and 
schools. 
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA        EDMUND G. BROWN JR., GOVERNOR  

PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 

 
1  

 
505 VAN NESS AVENUE 
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94102-3298 

 

 
To:  Responsible and Trustee Agencies, Property Owners, and Interested Parties 
 

From: Jensen Uchida, CPUC Project Manager 
 

Subject: NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT 

 Southern California Edison’s Alberhill System Project (Application A.09-09-022) and Valley– 

 Ivyglen Subtransmission Line Project (Application A.07-01-031) 
 

Date: May 6, 2015 
 

The California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) will be the Lead Agency and will prepare an 

Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Alberhill System Project (Alberhill Project or ASP) and the 

Valley–Ivyglen Subtransmission Line Project (Valley–Ivyglen Project or VIG).  The purpose of this 

Notice of Preparation (NOP) is to open a 30-day public comment period on the scope of the EIR for the 

Alberhill Project and Valley–Ivyglen Project.  Below is background information on each project and a 

summary of the status of each project’s application.  The comment period will extend from May 6, 2015, 

to June 5, 2015. 

 

A. Introduction 

Alberhill System Project 

Southern California Edison Company (SCE) filed an application and Proponent’s Environmental 

Assessment (PEA) for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity on September 30, 2009, 

(Application A.09-09-022) with the CPUC to construct the Alberhill Project.  The CPUC circulated an 

NOP on April 15, 2010, that opened a 30-day scoping comment period.  SCE filed amended sections of 

the PEA on April 11, 2011, that modified the two proposed 500-kV transmission lines for the project.  

The CPUC circulated a second NOP on July 28, 2011, which opened another 30-day scoping comment 

period.  The CPUC has not yet circulated an environmental document for the Alberhill Project. 

 

Valley–Ivyglen Project 

On April 2, 2013, SCE filed a Petition for Modification (PFM) for Decision 10-08-009, which granted 

SCE a Permit to Construct the Valley–Ivyglen Subtransmission Line and Fogarty Substation Project.  On 

March 26, 2014, SCE filed a Motion to Bifurcate the Fogarty Substation Project from the Valley–Ivyglen 

Project, which was approved by the CPUC on August 28, 2014, thereby separating the Valley-Ivyglen 

Project from the Fogarty Substation Project.
1
  On May 23, 2014, SCE filed a revised PFM for Decision 

10-08-009 for the Valley–Ivyglen Project.  

 

Environmental Review 

In August 2013, the CPUC determined that it would be in the public’s best interest to consolidate the 

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) analyses for the proposed Alberhill Project Certificate of 

Public Convenience and Necessity and the Valley–Ivyglen Project PFM applications into a single CEQA 

document.  As the lead agency, the CPUC has determined that an EIR should be prepared in accordance 

                                                      
1
 Information about the Fogarty Substation Project is available at the following public website: 

http://www.cpuc.ca.gov/Environment/info/ene/ivyglen/ivyglen.html 

http://www.cpuc.ca.gov/Environment/info/ene/ivyglen/ivyglen.html
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 1          LAKE ELSINORE, CALIFORNIA; THURSDAY, APRIL 29, 2010

 2                             7:00 P.M.

 3    

 4          MS. LADD: Good evening.  I would like to

 5     invite you to sit down, and we'll begin.  If you

 6     have cell phones or pagers, if you would put them on

 7     mute.

 8               Thank you all for coming tonight.  Before

 9     we begin, I want to point out the exits are to the

10     rear, through the double doors where you came in.

11     And there's also an exit here.  And the restrooms

12     are back through the double doors where you came in.

13               We're here tonight to hear your comments

14     on the scope and content of the Environmental Impact

15     Report for the Alberhill System Project, which has

16     been proposed by Southern California Edison.

17               I'm Karen Ladd, with Ecology & Environment

18     or E&E.  We're the third-party environmental

19     contractor for the California Public Utilities

20     Commission.  We're preparing the Draft Environmental

21     Impact Report for the proposed Alberhill System

22     Project.  I'm E&E's project manager for the EIR.

23     And seated next to me is Mr. Jensen Uchida, who is

24     the project manager for the California Public

25     Utilities Commission.

Page 4

 1               Sylvia Yanez will now make a brief

 2     statement in Spanish stating that she is available

 3     to assist anyone who needs information in Spanish.

 4              (Interpreter speaking in Spanish.)

 5          MS. LADD: Before we open it up to hear your

 6     comments, I would like to give you a little

 7     background on the purpose of tonight's meeting and

 8     describe the project that has been proposed.  I'll

 9     outline CPUC's process, estimated schedule, explain

10     what you can expect during the environmental review

11     process, and let you know how you can participate

12     and provide your comments.

13               So the purpose of scoping is to inform the

14     public and responsible trustee agencies about a

15     proposed project subject to an EIR; to inform the

16     public about the environmental review process; to

17     solicit your input regarding the potential

18     alternatives to the proposed project; and the

19     appropriate scope of issues to be studied in the

20     EIR.  We would like to hear your concerns and areas

21     of potential controversy.

22               And after the scoping period, we will be

23     preparing a scoping report, which will be

24     distributed to repositories.  We'll place it on the

25     project Website.  And hard copies will be made

Page 5

 1     available upon request.

 2               So the key players in the -- and their

 3     roles I wanted to go over in the CEQA process.

 4     Southern California Edison, in September 2009, filed

 5     an application for a permit to construct the

 6     Alberhill System Project from the California Public

 7     Utilities Commission.  And in March of 2010,

 8     Southern California Edison amended the application

 9     to request a Certificate of Public Convenience and

10     Necessity.

11               CPUC, the California Public Utilities

12     Commission, is the state commission charged with

13     regulating investor-owned utilities, like SCE, and

14     must determine whether to issue them a Certificate

15     of Public Convenience and Necessity for the proposed

16     project.  As such, CPUC is the lead agency under the

17     California Environmental Quality Act, also referred

18     to as CEQA.  The CPUC is neither a proponent nor an

19     opponent of the proposed project.

20               Prior to making a decision on whether to

21     permit the project, CEQA requires the CPUC to

22     conduct an environmental review to evaluate the

23     potential environmental impacts.  The environmental

24     review is separate from the environmental impact

25     report, also referred to as the EIR.
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 1               The EIR will be a detailed report that

 2     describes what the environmental impacts would be

 3     from the proposed project.  As the third-party

 4     environmental contractor for CPUC, E&E is preparing

 5     the EIR to provide the CPUC with the information

 6     needed to make an objective, balanced decision.

 7               So a little bit about the project.  The

 8     Alberhill System Project would involve construction

 9     of the Alberhill substation, which would be a new

10     1,120 megavolt ampere, 500 to 115 kilovolt

11     electrical substation.  It would require

12     construction of two new 500 kilovolt transmission

13     line segments, which would be about a mile long

14     each.  They would be from the new substation to the

15     existing 500 kilovolt Serrano Valley transmission

16     line.  The project would also include about 20 miles

17     of new and modified 115-kilovolt subtransmission

18     lines, as well as installation of telecommunications

19     improvements.

20               So here is a map.  I hope you've all had a

21     chance to look more closely at the maps that we have

22     in the back.  But just to give you an overview, the

23     substation is proposed to be built here, near

24     Temescal Canyon and Concordia Ranch Road.  And these

25     two lines here are the approximately one-mile
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 1     transmission line segments that would be constructed

 2     from the substation to this existing 500-kilovolt

 3     transmission line.  And then in addition, there

 4     would be new and modified subtransmissions,

 5     115 kilovolt, in several places from the substation,

 6     down through the Elsinore Substation, Skylark

 7     Substation, over to Scott Road, and then up to the

 8     Newcomb Substation.  And there's some other small

 9     adjustments; one being up here near the existing

10     500 kV transmission line.

11               So this is a summary of the project

12     objectives that Southern California Edison has for

13     the proposed project:  The objectives are to

14     construct a project in a location suitable to serve

15     the current and long-term projected requirements in

16     the electrical needs area; increase system

17     operational flexibility and maintain system

18     reliability; enable and implement transfer of

19     electrical demand from the valley south 115 kilovolt

20     system to the new Alberhill system; provide safe and

21     reliable electrical service consistent with Southern

22     California Edison's transmission planning criteria

23     and guidelines; meet project needs while minimizing

24     environmental impacts; and meet project needs in a

25     cost-effective manner.
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 1               So the CPUC has two parallel review

 2     processes for the application before them for a

 3     Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity.

 4     The one is the general proceeding under the

 5     application for the CPCN.  And the second is the

 6     environmental review, or the CEQA process.

 7               Under the general proceeding for the CPCN,

 8     this process is led by an assigned commissioner,

 9     Dian Grueneic, and administrative law judge, Hallie

10     Yacknin.  And the scope of that process is defined

11     by Public Utilities Code Section 1002 to determine

12     the need for the project, facilities necessary to

13     promote the safety, health, comfort and convenience

14     of the public; to consider community values,

15     recreational and park areas, historic and esthetic

16     values, for example; and to review environmental

17     impacts as required by CEQA.

18               For the environmental review, the CPUC is

19     the lead agency under CEQA for conducting the

20     environmental review and the EIR.  The EIR requires

21     public agency disclosure of significant effects and

22     means to reduce, avoid, and minimize those effects.

23               The purpose of the EIR is to present

24     discussion of alternatives and to provide an

25     opportunity for the public to view the planning and
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 1     decision-making process and to ensure that

 2     decision-makers have a solid basis for making their

 3     decision.

 4               According to the CEQA guidelines, which we

 5     will be following in preparing the EIR, we will be

 6     looking at a number of environmental issues,

 7     including esthetics, air quality and greenhouse

 8     gases, agriculture and forestry, biological

 9     resources, cultural resources, geology, soils,

10     paleontology, hazards and hazardous materials,

11     hydrology and water quality, land use and

12     population, noise and vibration, public services and

13     utilities, recreation and transportation and

14     traffic.

15               CEQA also requires alternatives to a

16     project that avoid or reduce significant impacts

17     that are identified.  So the EIR will consider a

18     range of reasonable alternatives, including a

19     no-project alternative.  That is, we will be

20     evaluating what would be the impact if the project

21     is not approved and is not constructed.  The EIR

22     will evaluate the alternative impacts and compare

23     them with the impacts that are anticipated from the

24     project.

25               Tonight is the first opportunity for
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 1     public comment in the environmental review process.

 2     And it's one of several opportunities that you will

 3     have through the environmental review process.  The

 4     CPUC circulated the notice of preparation for the

 5     EIR and announced this scoping meeting.  The notice

 6     was circulated April 13th.  The notice opened a

 7     public comment period for 30 days.  And we're

 8     looking to have your comments by May 14th.

 9               After we get your comments, we will be

10     incorporating and -- we will be considering those

11     comments and incorporating those issues into the

12     EIR.  And we will be completing a draft, we're

13     anticipating, sometime around this summer or fall,

14     at which time the CPUC will announce another public

15     meeting.  And there will be a 45-day review period.

16     And we will be seeking your comments on the draft

17     EIR at that time.  We'll take those comments and

18     respond to them as we prepare the final EIR.  And

19     comments that you make on the draft EIR will become

20     part of the final EIR, along with the responses to

21     those comments.  The final EIR is expected,

22     depending on the schedule, estimated fall/winter of

23     this year.  And then after that, the CPUC would

24     determine whether to certify the EIR, possibly in

25     the winter 2010/2011 time frame, and then make a
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 1     decision on the project.

 2               After completing the EIR, the EIR informs

 3     the commissioners about the project during their

 4     decision-making process.  And the commission would

 5     vote on the project approval after the EIR process

 6     is completed.  No decisions are being made tonight.

 7     If the project or an alternative is approved, the

 8     decision will require monitoring of adopted

 9     mitigation measures.

10               So written scoping comments must be

11     received or postmarked by May 14th, as I

12     mentioned.  We have a comment form that you're

13     welcome to use.  You're not required to use it.  But

14     it does contain the address where you can mail

15     comments.  It also has an e-mail address, a

16     telephone hotline, and information on repositories

17     where information on the project will be continued

18     to be updated.  There is an internet website where

19     you can obtain information.  And we will be

20     supplying local libraries with information about the

21     project.

22               So with that, I'm going to open it up to

23     take your comments on the project.  We're -- note

24     that we have a court reporter here to record the

25     proceedings, which will become part of the public
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 1     record.  If you would like to make oral comments,

 2     please make sure that you signed in at the

 3     registration table so I have you on your list.  And

 4     you would fill out a speaker card that looks like

 5     this.  I'll first call any elected officials or

 6     agency representatives who may have recommended to

 7     speak.  And then I will be calling the names of

 8     people who have requested to speak on a

 9     first-come/first-serve basis.  I'll ask you to come

10     up to the podium.  You have three minutes to provide

11     comments.  The purpose of the meeting tonight is to

12     hear your comments.  We will not be responding to

13     comments or answering questions.  When I call on

14     you, please come forward to the podium and begin by

15     stating your name, as well as the name of any agency

16     or organization that you represent.  Please speak

17     clearly into the microphone to help make sure that

18     we have an accurate record of your comments.

19               I'll ask you to conclude your remarks

20     within three minutes.  After two minutes, I'll hold

21     up this yellow card to let you know that one more

22     minute.  If you have not concluded your remarks at

23     the end of three minutes, I will ask you to stop,

24     and then I will invite the next person to come up to

25     the podium.  If you are not finished with your
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 1     comments when time is up and there is time after

 2     other registered speakers have commented, you will

 3     be allowed to return to the podium to continue.

 4               I would also point out that providing oral

 5     comments is only one of the ways that you can

 6     comment on the environmental document.  If you

 7     prepared written comments, you may submit them to us

 8     at the registration table or give them to me

 9     directly.  In addition, you are welcome to submit

10     written comments by mail, fax, or e-mail.  And

11     information on how to submit written comments is

12     available on the registration table.  All comments

13     received by May 14th will be given equal

14     consideration.

15               So with that, I will call Susan Bartman,

16     please.

17          SUSAN BARTMAN: Hi.  My first issue is with the

18     information that was received in the mail.  It's

19     very, very deceptive.  The maps do not list street

20     names or locations by name so that you have any real

21     issue as to where lines are to be located or what is

22     going on.  A lot of people I have talked to have

23     said that they were not aware that it affected them

24     in any way.  The only reason that I knew I was

25     affected was I received a second letter.  This first
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 1     came in August of last year.  I received a letter

 2     approximately a week ago stating that there were

 3     going to be people in the field assessing the area.

 4     And I called a number that was on that information,

 5     which was not a good number.  So I got this old

 6     sheet out.  And on it, I got a general information

 7     number and finally reached someone.  And they did

 8     send me some information and spoke to me.

 9               I have some very serious issues about the

10     health quality if the line -- by the way, I live on

11     Rolling Hills Drive.  And Byers is the cross-street

12     in the back of my property.  I have two acres.  It's

13     a rural area.  Most of the people have one to ten

14     acres of land.  And we're there because we like the

15     openness and the clean air and not having clutter.

16     And we certainly don't want lines.

17               I have serious issues with EPA stating

18     that the lines that you want to put in create cancer

19     and birth defects.  I take issue with the fact that

20     I'm going to have loss of property value and also

21     esthetic value if lines are put in.

22               A third item is Indian artifacts are in

23     the area across the street and on the hills behind

24     me.  There are petroglyphs and grinding holes and

25     rocks the County or -- some form of government has
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 1     come out and fenced off some of those sites.

 2               And I just feel that this is a bad way to

 3     do business when people are given such a short

 4     notice to something as big as this.  We can only

 5     respond within the next 14 days.  And with most of

 6     them not even understanding there was an issue, it's

 7     really short notice.

 8          MS. LADD: Thank you.

 9               Beverly Harrison.  Beverly Harrison.

10          BEVERLY HARRISON: I have nothing to say at

11     this time.

12          MS. LADD: Thank you.

13               Joe Dorsett.

14          JOE DORSETT: Hi.  My name is Joe Dorsett.  I

15     live at Bundy Canyon Road and Edwards Avenue.  The

16     lines in question run directly through my property.

17     And I have many concerns about the effects of the

18     EMFs, the electromagnetic fields, that they create

19     and also what it will do to my family and my

20     property values.

21               There's an issue with the live oaks that I

22     have on my property that the current lines run

23     through.  And there's some ordinances as far as that

24     goes.  Kind of concerned that those will be

25     disturbed.  As well as the traffic on Bundy Canyon,
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 1     being as fast as it is, construction is going to

 2     create major havoc on that road in order to get that

 3     work done.

 4               The research that I have done --

 5     California Department of Health Science has

 6     evaluated and concluded EMFs cause some degree of

 7     increased child leukemias, brain cancers, Lou

 8     Gehrig's disease, and miscarriages.  The information

 9     that has been accumulated over nine years, there is

10     proof that it may cause suicides and adult leukmia.

11     Final evaluations were done back in 2002.

12               EMF -- many of these things have been

13     documented already and need to be addressed before

14     this project could go forward.  As I'm understanding

15     it, the 115 kV lines actually create more EMF than

16     what are currently there, which are carrying a

17     lighter load.  So those need to be addressed.

18               Property values I believe will probably

19     decrease also because of the lines, which is a major

20     concern.  I have an acre.  And most of the people

21     either have one-, two-, five-acre, ten-acre parcels.

22     That's all I have.

23          MS. LADD: Thank you.

24               Ray James.

25          RAY JAMES: Hello.  My name is Ray James.  And
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 1     I live on Byers Street in Menifee.  My daughter

 2     suffers from an autoimmune disease.  And I think the

 3     EMF lines may exacerbate her condition.  I have a

 4     neighbor to the south of me that has been diagnosed

 5     with brain cancer that will also be affected.  We

 6     enjoy a rural setting out in the Menifee area with

 7     astounding views of the surrounding countryside that

 8     will be hampered dramatically by the tall poles that

 9     will be in place.

10               I also have a solar system that is

11     installed adjacent to where the poles will be going.

12     The poles will cast shadows on them and interrupt

13     power output.

14               I also have a huge concern about this

15     alternate route down Byers that is being proposed.

16     It's not showing up on a lot of the information that

17     I'm receiving.  On the maps that you have on the

18     walls or on the tables, the alternate route is not

19     being published properly for public input.  The

20     proposed route along Murrieta is half a mile away

21     from me.  This one goes across my property for

22     450 feet.  And so I'm highly opposed to the

23     alternate route on Byers.  Thank you.

24          MS. LADD: Ray Booze.

25          RAY BOOZE: Hello.  My name is Ray Booze.  And
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 1     I kind of missed out on the Fogerty Substation, for

 2     public input on that.  I won't spend much time on

 3     that.  Looking at the maps and the Alberhill, I

 4     don't know why the two can't be combined closer to

 5     Lake Street, near the park there off of Lake Street.

 6     You already have openings there that would move the

 7     Fogerty Substation approximately one mile west.  And

 8     then that would bring the Alberhill down about one

 9     mile to the east and maybe combine the two.

10               The next thing that I see on the map,

11     relating to the proposed increase on the lines that

12     they show here going from Terra Cotta to Collier,

13     and also they intersect with another set of lines

14     that is going straight through Baker Street.  I

15     don't know if you're looking at the same map that I

16     have.  But I can see where it would make sense to me

17     to eliminate that section of proposed line and

18     existing line actually at the junction of Baker and

19     Collier and eliminate it from that junction along

20     Baker all the way to Riverside Drive.  It's a dirt

21     road that is probably more difficult to maintain.

22     If you were going to go to that junction and combine

23     the Baker Street line with the one going down Terra

24     Cotta to the north to Collier and then following

25     Collier all the way, you've got both your lines
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 1     together.  And on a paved street rather than having

 2     to run through mud.

 3               And that's about all I have to say.  Thank

 4     you.

 5          MS. LADD: Paulie.

 6          PAULIE: Hi.  Good evening.  My name is Paulie.

 7     And I live in Alberhill Ranch.  The only reason that

 8     I found out about the substation was a friend sent

 9     me something a couple of weeks ago.  And so I talked

10     to some of my neighbors, and found out nobody knew

11     except for one family.  And it's impacting us

12     because it's going behind the pool of our hill,

13     which would be his view from his house because we

14     gave them something.

15               We went around scouting, my neighbor and

16     I, to all of the neighbors that we thought would be

17     impacted to let them know.  It's like this little

18     secret.  Nobody wants to know so it can be put in so

19     these developers can put electricity in for 19,000

20     homes they are planning on building over there.  And

21     then we get to pay for it.

22               What I'm really angry about is you're

23     talking about CEQA.  But does the land have to be

24     signed off SMARA?  Because everyone knows since the

25     1880s, there's been mining here in Alberhill Ranch.
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 1     At least that's what the City always says.  And we

 2     know that there are SMARA problems already

 3     consisting with the land by the State.  So you might

 4     want to go to the State.  I think this meeting might

 5     be a little early.

 6               That's all I have to say.  Thank you.

 7          MS. LADD: Thank you.

 8               Sharon.

 9          SHARON GOLINA: Hello.  My name is Sharon

10     Golina.  I live in Alberhill Ranch.  What I'm

11     concerned about is environmental impact with the

12     noise and dust.  We live across the street from an

13     aggregate plant.  Right now, people are sick in our

14     neighborhoods.  The dust is really thick.  And we

15     can't breathe as it is when they crush their rocks.

16     So with this impact for two years, I just don't know

17     how we're going to be able to live.

18               Plus, the Fogerty Station is going right

19     behind the swimming pool, right behind the hill.

20     And what about the transmission from those -- from

21     that Fogerty Station?  How are we going to be

22     impacted from that?

23               And let me see what else I have.  The

24     vibration.  Are we going to get vibration off of

25     that also, the Fogerty Station?  And the 120-foot
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 1     microwave antenna, is that going off of -- you're

 2     not answering questions.  I don't know where that

 3     pole is going.  I think it's going off of the 15 and

 4     Lake, down by the freeway, I think.  I don't know.

 5     None of us got paperwork.  We've come upon this from

 6     somebody that gave it to us that is a business

 7     owner.  That's how I found out about it.  So people

 8     in Alberhill that's going to be impacted don't even

 9     know about this.  Nobody knows about it.  In fact,

10     the first time that I found it was on a pole off of

11     Temescal Canyon where the horse ranches are on a

12     back road.  That's where we found out about it.

13               That's all I have to say.

14          MS. LADD: Allen.

15          ALLEN: My name is Allen.  I live in Alberhill

16     Ranch too.  And, you know, I don't know if the

17     project is going to pay us or whatever, but I would

18     just like to know, is there going to be any jobs

19     created from the people -- from the area if they do

20     decide to go with this project?  And also, like the

21     other lady said, we're already dealing with one

22     problem over there with the aggregate company.  I

23     don't know how -- once they start this project how

24     they're going to -- both of the mixtures, it's going

25     to be bad over there.  And they're really going to
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 1     let the people know.

 2               And then actually -- when you went through

 3     what you was talking about, the -- something to do

 4     with your health, one of the main things that I

 5     think they need to do is send out an MSDS on that,

 6     let the people know in the neighborhood what is

 7     really impacting the area.

 8               That's all I have to say.

 9          MS. LADD: Tim Fleming.

10          TIM FLEMING: Good evening.  My name is Tim

11     Fleming.  I'm a resident of Lake Elsinore.  The

12     first observation regarding this hearing or CUP

13     meeting would be the age of these maps, particularly

14     number 2.  Central Avenue, it doesn't show any of

15     the new developments as far as the Costco, the

16     Target, and some of the other large construction

17     projects that have taken place in the last few

18     years, which tells me that these plans have been in

19     the making for quite some time.

20               Secondly, there's a transmission line

21     planned between Romoland and Ivy Glen.  And those

22     lines are proposed to come down 74.  And the

23     alternate plan is for it to go down Third Street and

24     go to EVMWD, which is to tie in, my opinion, to the

25     LEAPS project.  And then -- to be in the power
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 1     business.  And then to go down Temescal Creek,

 2     through their right-of-ways to the Fogerty Station.

 3               I've been to the other meetings when it

 4     comes to the other hearings for the Romoland

 5     transmission lines.  And the Collier Avenue lines

 6     did not exist at that time.  The Nichols Road lines

 7     existed at that time.  And what I see on map

 8     number 2 is there's three different lines, including

 9     the red, which is the proposed double circuit.  And

10     then the green line, which overlaps and goes near

11     Chaney is the double circuit of existing single

12     circuit.  And what most people in the audience might

13     not know is the lines they're proposing are 85-foot

14     towers.  And if that doesn't impact the visual

15     aspect of Lake Elsinore along the I-15 corridor

16     going down Temescal Creek, nothing will.

17               And, again, there's some discrepancies

18     regarding the red line on map number 2 and the green

19     lines that I wish this committee would take a

20     serious look at.  Because the first thing that

21     glared at me was the fact that these maps didn't

22     even show Costco and all of the new development on

23     Central and I-15.  So hopefully it's not too late to

24     make some revisions and tie these all together so we

25     don't have is the visual impact that these possibly
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 1     could have.

 2               Thank you very much.

 3          MS. LADD: John O'Doherty.

 4          JOHN O'DOHERTY: Good evening.  My name is John

 5     O'Doherty.  And I'm the owner of the property on the

 6     southeast corner of Third and Collier.  From my peak

 7     of the map, one of the power lines runs down Third

 8     Street, but it dead ends at the freeway.  It appears

 9     there's a break in it and then starts down again.  I

10     think it's actually where the line goes after it

11     dead ends on Third Street.

12               And the next thing I would like to know,

13     if the Municipal Water District is in partnership or

14     is involved in this project in any respect.  And I

15     should ascertain what the height of the poles is

16     there.  I understand it's 115 kV line that's

17     proposed to run up Third Street.

18               And the next question is exactly where on

19     Third Street in the right-of-way this line is

20     located.  Because presently, the Valley Municipal

21     Water District has taken the right-of-way for a pump

22     station, which I am in litigation at this time,

23     which is developed illegally in a flood plain.

24               And on top of that, we have structures --

25     there's an existing line going up there.  I don't
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 1     know exactly what the capacity of it is.  And

 2     there's a (unintelligible) directly underneath that

 3     line, which, in all of my experience as an engineer,

 4     is illegal.

 5               And so I just want to let you know that I

 6     have major concerns also about the electromagnetic

 7     radiation coming off of those lines.  And my

 8     property, which is on the south side of Third

 9     Street, right now is presently been substantially

10     damaged by the construction of this pump station and

11     would be further damaged by the erection of these

12     power lines.  And, of course, follow-up to that, my

13     property value will be substantially diminished.

14               Thank you.

15          MS. LADD: Thank you.

16               Lynn Hamilton.

17          LYNN HAMILTON: My name is Lynn Hamilton.  And

18     I have to talk fast.  For everybody here, we may not

19     be able to stop the project.  I'm sure everybody

20     knows it's a huge project, been in the pipeline for

21     a long time.

22               Just to relay a little experience.  We

23     recently fought the County over -- we live on Bundy

24     Canyon Road.  Their notice to us was that they

25     needed to grade on a small portion of our lot.  We
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 1     looked at the map that they were required to provide

 2     by law.  They're coming into our property by 42

 3     feet.  And their definition was a small portion.

 4               Do your research.  Look at the maps.

 5     Attend the meetings and be informed.  Okay.  On the

 6     internet, there's a lot of information about the

 7     impact of the lines, the health impact.  There's a

 8     lot of controversy about it.  I found a lot of old

 9     information.  There's a five-year study from 1982,

10     but there didn't seem to be a lot of information for

11     2000 and onward.  I want everybody to know about a

12     website.  I talk all the time.  I don't know why I'm

13     so nervous.  Okay.  There's a website, National Grid

14     EMF.  Their whole information about the United

15     States is like half a page, a quarter page.  Most

16     power lines in the USA are built on rights-of-way.

17     That's their information on the internet.  So you

18     have to really dig.

19               I found -- they do have some information

20     on there about power lines and the falling of -- how

21     electricity falls, distance-wise.  And then there's

22     a really good Website vitatech.net.  Very

23     informative.  Very scientific.  It talks about the

24     height of people standing under the lines.  It talks

25     about, you know, the electric fields, the
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 1     electromagnetic induction into tissues.  It's very

 2     detailed.  But that's the kind of thing that we need

 3     to research for ourselves so we're informed about

 4     the health damages because the utility companies are

 5     not -- aren't going to validate health issues.

 6               Thank you.

 7          MS. LADD: Just so you know, when I put up the

 8     one minute, you still have a minute to go.

 9               But the next speaker is Ken Hamilton.

10          KEN HAMILTON: Yes.  My name is Ken Hamilton.

11     And I live off of Bundy Canyon.  My wife just spoke.

12     And we have litigated with the County, had dealings

13     with the County, and know that if we hadn't -- if we

14     hadn't defended ourselves, if we hadn't made that

15     initial attempt, it wouldn't have gotten done.  So

16     we -- you have to initiate things and go after

17     things and study things.  And yes, we haven't had

18     much time to prepare for this.  And it seems that

19     there's an obvious vague -- a vagueness about

20     information supplied to us.  And if it is such a

21     positive project, it seems to me that those positive

22     particulars would be significant for the public to

23     know, just for our confidence in the project and

24     what is going on and our health concerns.  And I

25     think that there needs to be a lot more interaction
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 1     with the public.  And giving us a lot more knowledge

 2     about just finding out about the height of the

 3     towers.  And just everything concerned in that

 4     project.  And I know a lot of people don't let the

 5     public speak.  But they can make their concerns

 6     known in writing and they should.  And they can make

 7     an impact on this situation.  And make it for a

 8     positive -- positive project.

 9               Thank you.

10          MS. LADD: Thank you.

11               That concludes the list of speakers who

12     registered tonight.  If there is anyone who

13     registered or who didn't register who would like to

14     come up and give their comments, you're welcome to

15     do so at this time.  If I cut anybody off and you

16     still have more to say, please come up.  State your

17     name again when you get to the podium.

18          LYNN HAMILTON: Okay.  Lynn Hamilton.  At one

19     point, I was really thinking very strongly about is

20     much of that big power line that is already there

21     is -- a lot of it is through unincorporated and

22     sparsely populated land.  But those of us that live

23     where the power line is going to come to the edge of

24     our property, we're very concerned and we're -- we

25     feel -- you know, we know the area, most of us.  And
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 1     to me and to some other people, it seems like they

 2     try to pick an area that's not heavily populated.

 3     Granted.  But the people who live there, we're very

 4     concerned and we don't want to be discarded just

 5     because we live in a rural setting or have old

 6     houses or mobile homes or we've been there a long

 7     time or whatever.  We're important.  And the

 8     residents that are going to be impacted we want to

 9     be taken into consideration.  And we are concerned

10     about the health issues, the property values.  The

11     poles, I didn't know anything about -- you know,

12     that's not my job.  I know nothing about electrical

13     utilities.  So 85-foot poles are substantial poles.

14     Well, all these things, we would appreciate being

15     told all these details clearly right upfront so we

16     know what it is we're facing.

17               Thank you.

18          MS. LADD: If you would state your name again

19     when you get to the podium.

20          SHARON GOLINA: I will.  Sharon Golina at

21     Alberhill Ranch.  You know, there's a lot of

22     property off of Lake Street, a lot of vacant land.

23     I don't know why these power poles and power

24     substations have to be in residential.  There's a

25     lot of land off of Lake, down towards the 15
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 1     Freeway.  So why can't they move it down that way

 2     and get out of the residential areas?  Property

 3     values, impact on breathing, electricity, vibration.

 4     There's plenty -- maybe Castle & Cooke will sell

 5     them some land because they've got a lot of vacant

 6     land there.  And believe me, they're the ones that

 7     want the electricity to build all their homes.  So

 8     let them give up some land.  I mean it.  I'm tired

 9     of it.  They ain't seen nothing else.

10          RAY BOOZE: Ray Booze again.

11               Very good point she made.  It just made me

12     think why they would have to run even inland like

13     they do.  Why not just stay on 15?  And you're not

14     impacting any homes at all then with your power

15     lines.  And it just runs right along the freeway.

16     And basically the area that you're looking for,

17     don't go inland towards Alberhill at all.  Stay

18     right on the freeway.  Bring them along there if you

19     have to have big power lines.

20          MS. LADD: State your name.

21          ALLEN: My name is Allen.  I was going to ask,

22     again, if they're -- if the one station is going to

23     be behind the swimming pool or the people in the

24     neighborhood, is it going to impact it in any kind

25     of way?  Are they going to let them know?  I know --
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 1     you know, I worked for water and power.  We built

 2     stations for reservoirs and stuff.  And I know it

 3     took a lot of space.  If they're going to put a

 4     station over by the swimming pool, something is

 5     going to be affected.  And they're going to need to

 6     let the neighborhood know that if they're either

 7     going to keep it there or if they're going to move

 8     it or whatever.  I know what it's about because I

 9     worked for the water district and I worked with

10     people with power and I know what it can do.  They

11     need to let them know if it's going to be affected,

12     if they're going to move it or what.

13          MS. LADD: State your name again.

14          PAULIE: Hi, my name is Paulie from Alberhill

15     Ranch.  And I just have a comment.  If this station

16     is built, I'm hoping that we will get the private

17     number to the AQMD investigators so we can complain

18     about the smog.  Because I know there's two years of

19     pollution that will be -- will be really affected by

20     it, which is over the standard -- minimum standard.

21     So I would like to have their private number.

22               Thank you.

23          KEN HAMILTON: My name is Ken Hamilton.  I live

24     off of Bundy Canyon.  And I just hope that all of

25     the alternatives are proposed.  I haven't heard
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 1     anything about underground.  And I don't know if you

 2     can -- if that's even an alternative.  And there is

 3     also -- for the EMF, there's also an offset

 4     insulator, some type of a line that insulates and

 5     keeps that EMF from -- from spreading or it's an

 6     insulator.  See, I don't even know.  But I know

 7     there are alternatives.  And I hope that they are

 8     brought out.  And I hope that we understand those

 9     alternatives.

10               Thank you.

11          JOE DORSETT: Joe Dorsett.

12               I just wanted to make one comment.  As far

13     as the EMF goes, there's -- there's been no readings

14     currently on the power lines that are in place.  And

15     it might be beneficial for us all to know what the

16     current are before we even get started with the

17     project.  And then have a monitoring -- monitoring

18     of what it would be when it's done or some type of

19     rejection so that we know.  There are safe limits.

20     And there are limits that once they load the lines,

21     they go way over the amount that are humanly safe.

22     So that's all I have.

23          MS. LADD: Is there anyone else that would like

24     to come up and speak?

25               Please state your name when you get to the
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 1     podium.

 2          SUSANNE LOOSE: Susanne Loose.  I'm here on

 3     behalf of my sister who lives right off Temescal

 4     Canyon Road.  What I really have no idea, how far

 5     away do you have to live from these power lines?

 6     How far do they radiate?  And surely if they know

 7     that information, which I'm sure they do, why they

 8     would even consider putting it anywhere near where

 9     anyone lives?  It seems obvious that they should be

10     able to somehow plot this course away from where

11     anyone lives that would endanger anyone.

12               And that's all I have to say.

13          MS. LADD: If there are no more commenters,

14     then I will call the meeting to a close.  Thank you

15     all for coming.  I appreciate your attendance and

16     your comments.  Please make sure to pick up a

17     comment sheet if you would like to send in written

18     comments.  It has the address on it.  Thank you all.

19              (Public meeting concluded at 7:53 p.m.)

20                               -oOo-

21    

22    

23    

24    

25    
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Appendix C 
Comment Letters from Thirty-Day Public Comment Period After 

Circulation of the First Alberhill Project Notice of Preparation  
(April 13, 2010) 
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Appendix D 
Comment Letters from Thirty-Day Public Comment Period After 

Circulation of the Second Alberhill Project Notice of Preparation  
(July 28, 2011) 
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